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lation of the Colony. In what way this will happen is not slated
at all. But, I presume3 the objectors to the Indian franchise rely
upon the stock objection to the Indian on the alleged giound that
he supplies liquor to the Natives and this spoils them. Mow I
venture to submit that the Indian franchise cannot make any
difference one way or the other. If the Indians supply liquor they
would not do so to any greater extent because of their vote. The
Indian vote can never become sufficiently strong to affect the Native
policy of the Colony 5 which is not only jealously watched but to
a very great extent controlled by the Downing Street authorities.
In fact, even the European Colonists are powerless against Down-
ing Street in this matter. But let uss for a moment, look at facts.
The analytical table referred to below, showing the position of the
Indian voters already on the List, shows that by far the largest
number of them are traders who, it is well known, are not only
teetotallers themselves, but would like to see liquor banished al-
together from the land, and if the Voters5 List continues to re-
main so, the effect of that vote, if any, on the Native policy
will be for the better. But the following extracts from the Indian
Immigration Commission, 1885-87, show that the Indians are
not worse than the Europeans in this respect In quoting them I
disclaim any intention to make comparisons, which I have tried
to avoid as much as possible. Nor do I wish thereby to excuse
my countrymen. No one can regret more than myself to see
any Indian found drunk or supplying liquor to Natives. 1 beg to
assure the reader that my only wish is to show that the objection
to the Indian vote on that particular ground is merely superficial
and does not bear scrutiny.
The Commissioners, who were specially commissioned, among
other things, to report upon the charge against the Indians of
drunkenness and crimes resulting therefrom, at pp. 42 & 43,
report thus;
We have examined many witnesses on this subject. Their evidence
and such, criminal statistics as are forthcoming fail to convince us that
drunkenness and crime resulting therefrom are prevalent amongst Indian
immigrants in a greater ratio than amongst other sections of the com-
munity, against whom no such restrictive legislation is proposed.
We do not doubt that there is much truth in the averment that
Natives readily obtain ardent liquors through the agency of Indians. . '. ,
We, however, doubt that they are more guilty in this matter than the
white people who traffic in liquor.
It has been shrewdly observed that the people who make the loudest
complaints against the Indian immigrants for selling or disposing of liquor